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Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 April 2002 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2bM This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 C D 1 453 O G 213 
Disposition of Claims .t^v.u.^io. 

4) EI Claim(s) 1-33. except 11 and 17 j S /are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s W-fO, 12-14 and 18-94 is/are rejected. 

7) G3 Claim(s) J 1 5.16 and 25-27 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 19 April 2000 is/are: a)E accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

.13)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)DAII b)Q Some*c)D None of: 

1 •□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staae 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 
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Claims 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 14, 18-24, 29 are rejected under 35 USC 102(b) 
over USP 5783071 to GUY. 

Guy '071 (Fig 3 col 3 lines 48-56) describes an outer aerobic pond into which 
waste flows, a barrier 8 which inhibits and deflects entry of air into the inner aerobic 
zone 40, and angled barrier 12 which further inhibits and deflects entry of air into the 
innermost aerobic zone 14. Septic tanks are typically less than 0.1 hectare in top 
surface cross-sectional area. Methane generation is inherent in anaerobic biological 
processes at the tmeperatuires described by Guy 071, as shown for example by USP 
5792355 to Desjargins (col 8). Claim 4's semisolid material reads on Guy's anaerobic 
sbiological sludge. 



Claims 1, 3, 4, 5, 13, 28, 30-33 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) over USP 5783071 to 
GUY. Per claim 5, the size or, more specifically, the tank/pond depth is a matter of design 
choice and therefore obvious. Per claim 13, the size or, more specifically, the tank/pond depth 
a matter of design choice and therefore obvious. 



is 



Claims 15, 16, 25, 26, 27 are allowable, but objected to as being based on a rejected claps 



work. 
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